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1.1. The purpose of the Draft Guidance on Parking for Residential and Non-Residential 
Development Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) (hereafter referred to as the Parking 
SPD) is to provide clear direction to all those involved in the planning decision making process 
regarding the provision of parking for different types of transportation including cycles, electric 
bicycles/vehicles and motor vehicles at new development in the South Downs National Park 
(SDNP). Once adopted, the SPD will be a material consideration for relevant planning 
applications. 

 
1.2. This Consultation Statement has been prepared in accordance with Regulation 12(a) and (b) of 

the Town and Country (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004 which states: 

“Before a local planning authority adopt a supplementary planning document it must—  

(a)prepare a statement setting out— 
(i)the persons the local planning authority consulted when preparing the supplementary planning 
document; 
(ii)a summary of the main issues raised by those persons; and 
(iii)how those issues have been addressed in the supplementary planning document; and 
(b)for the purpose of seeking representations under regulation 13, make copies of that statement and 
the supplementary planning document available in accordance with regulation 35 together with details 
of— 
(i)the date by which representations must be made (being not less than 4 weeks from the date the local 
planning authority complies with this paragraph), and 
(ii)the address to which they must be sent.” 
 

 
1.3. This statement sets out details of the consultation that has taken place to date which has 

informed and refined the SPD.  It sets out details of how, when and with whom the initial 
consultations with interested parties and organisations took place and how this has informed 
the SPD. 
 

1.4. Following the preparation of the draft SPD, the South Downs National Park Authority (SDNPA) 
resolved to undertake an eight-week consultation on the Parking SPD between 24 September 
2020 and 19 November 2020.  As part of the consultation, the SDNPA: 

 
• Published the draft Parking SPD on the SDNPA website 
• Sent emails and letters to persons and organisations on the SDNPA Local Plan mailing 

list inviting them to examine the consultation documents and make representation on 
them during the consultation period; 

• Highlighted the consultation and answered questions on the draft SPD at the SDNPA 
Agents Forum on 30 September 2020 and invited agents to respond. 

 
1.5. The SDNPA considered it appropriate to consult the following consultation bodies on the draft 

Parking SPD: 
 
• Relevant district and county councils 

o Adur District Council 
o Arun District Council 
o Brighton & Hove City Council 
o Chichester District Council 
o East Hampshire District Council 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/767/part/5/made
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o East Sussex County Council 
o Eastleigh Borough Council 
o Hampshire County Council 
o Horsham District Council 
o Lewes & Eastbourne District Councils 
o Mid Sussex District Council 
o Surrey County Council 
o Waverley District Council 
o Wealden District Council 
o West Sussex County Council 
o Winchester City Council 
o Worthing Borough Council 

• Parish Councils within the National Park 
 
 

1.6. Consultation responses were received from 44 individuals and organisations.  The comments 
received are summarised in Appendix 1.  Officer comments relating to the responses received 
and how the SPD has been amended in response to these is set out in Appendix 1.   
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Appendix 1 
 

Draft Parking SPD: Summary of comments received and officer comments 
 

Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

Nikki Faulkner, 
Planning Policy, Arun 
District Council (01) 

• Agree with requirements for cycle parking 
and non-residential development. 

• Suggesting elaborate on paras 4.1/4.2, have 
summary table of parking provision by area 
(ward) to ensure data is transparent. E.g. 
more sustainable locations, data will reflect 
this with lower parking provision in the 
numbers. 

• Unclear the aim of the parking calculator. 
Calculator requires person inputting to know 
how many unallocated/allocated spaces. Is 
that correct? Can "allocated" be defined? 

• Suggest data inputted in columns C-G should 
give answers for all remaining columns 
(without need to input number of allocated 
spaces). 

• Decimal points for calculator results - 
guidance as to whether to round up or down. 

• Provide standards and detail for EV charging, 
Arun DC have prepared SPD with this 
included - 
https://www.arun.gov.uk/download.cfm?doc=d
ocm93jijm4n14832.pdf&ver=15210 

• Welcome support on cycle 
parking and non-residential 
development. 

• Propose following changes in 
response to comments raised: 
More explanation on how 
parking calculator works. 
 
Clarify the input of "allocated" 
spaces and explain what this 
term means. 
 
Also explain about rounding 
up/down the figures. 
 
Guidance to be included on EV 
charging points. 

• Add further explanation on how 
the parking calculator works 
with added paragraphs 5.1 and 
5.2. 

• Add wording to explain 
allocated spaces in new 
paragraph 5.2. 

• Rounding up/down of figures to 
be clarified, in new paragraph 
5.4. 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 

Bramber Parish 
Council (02) 

• Broad support for Parking SPD • Welcome broad support for 
Parking SPD. 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 

https://www.arun.gov.uk/download.cfm?doc=docm93jijm4n14832.pdf&ver=15210
https://www.arun.gov.uk/download.cfm?doc=docm93jijm4n14832.pdf&ver=15210
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

• Concern that parking calculator provides 
insufficient motor vehicle spaces leading to 
excessive use of highway for parking. 

• Inadequate numbers of required cycle spaces 
(Table 1) 

• Suggest adding bullet point to para 3.7 “All 
car and cycle parking should include secure 
battery re-charging points located to minimise 
the creation of trip hazards when in use.” 

• SPD should specify minimum dimensions for 
cycle parking and access points using guidance 
similar to London Cycle Design Standards 

• Note concern about motor 
vehicle spaces. However, 
parking calculator for residential 
is only part of decision making 
process and the guidance 
requires suitable parking 
provision on-site to avoid 
adding to existing on street 
issues. 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential will be reviewed 
in light of recent Government 
guidance. 

• Agree further detail required on 
EV charging. 

• Minimum dimensions included 
for garages. Include for other 
types of cycle parking/storage. 

parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking.  

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 

• Dimensions for cycle parking in 
new section 11 Parking Space 
Dimensions to cross reference 
Cycle Infrastructure Design, 
Local Transport Note LTN 1/20 
July 2020. 

 

Bramshott and 
Liphook Parish 
Council (03) 

• Document does not take into account 
commuter traffic and parking provision for 
commuters. 

• Parking calculator output has criteria applied 
that are subjective and therefore an inefficient 
process. 

• Consultation needs to realistically consider 
the economic future of settlements and 
availability of parking. 

• The guidance covers parking 
provision at new non-residential 
developments where staff 
commute to that location by 
car. 

• The Parking Calculator is to be 
used with the two principles to 
allow for flexibility in decision 
making. 

• Public car parking in settlements 
in general, whether for 

• None. 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

commuters or visitors, is a 
matter for the local highways 
authority and the 
district/borough council. 

Buriton Parish Council 
(04) 

• General support for the SPD. 
• Support assumption that garages not often 

used for parking and therefore only count as 
third of parking space. 

• Larger garage size should be adopted for 
(residential development) cycle parking rather 
than separate structures. However separate 
structures should be provided for non-
residential development. 

• Concerned about weighting given to public 
transport provision by parking calculator, 
especially for villages like Buriton. Calculation 
needs to accurately reflect likely use of 
private car to avoid on street parking in 
existing streets. 

• Ensure adequate visitor parking. 

• Welcome support for general 
principles. 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential will be reviewed 
in light of recent Government 
guidance. 

• Parking calculator only uses 
figures on car ownership. 
Landscape led principle takes 
into account public transport as 
one of the factors in deciding 
suitable parking provision at a 
site. 

• Avoiding on street parking is 
key part of the guidance and this 
can be made more explicit. 

• Visitor parking is part of the 
decision making process for 
residential (parking calculator 
provides output for visitor 
spaces) and non-residential 
(standards in Table 2). 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 
parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking. 

• Principle of parking provision on 
site to avoid additional on street 
parking, made explicit through 
adding wording to new 
paragraph 3.2. 

 

Cycle Lewes (05) • Primary purpose of SPD needs to be to 
ensure provision is made for change from 
motor vehicles to other forms of transport. 

• Support the shift to forms of 
transport other than the private 
car. However, the SPD 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

This includes taking full account of e-bikes, 
electric scooters and need for EV charging 
points. Document should be renamed to 
reflect this shift. 

• Facilities for parking to reflect rule H1 of The 
Highway Code and the hierarchy of road 
users. 

• Standard for pedestrian access, reflecting 
natural desire lines, including gradients, width 
of pathways. 

• Suggesting amended Table 1 for cycle space 
provision for residential development as 
under providing as existing document. 
Proposing each occupier to have secure cycle 
space, with 50% of properties having secure 
enclosed cycle store with integrated charging 
point for e-bikes/scooters. 

• Non-residential development need for secure 
cycle facilities 

• Touring cyclists and green tourism demand, 
towns and villages to have well located secure 
facilities including lockable cycle storage units. 

recognises in the short to 
medium term private cars will 
continue to make up a 
significant number of journeys in 
the rural areas of the National 
Park where public transport 
coverage is poor. Support is 
given in the SPD for the switch 
to electric vehicles. The current 
title of the document is suitable 
and clearly describes the 
purpose. 

• Agree further detail required on 
EV charging. 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential will be reviewed 
in light of recent Government 
guidance. 

• Provision of cycle facilities per 
se in towns and villages for 
visitors or residents is a matter 
for the highways authority and 
the district/borough council. 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 
parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking. 

• Dimensions for cycle parking in 
new section 11 Parking Space 
Dimensions cross reference 
Cycle Infrastructure Design, 
Local Transport Note LTN 1/20 
July 2020. 

Cycling UK Local 
Representative 
Brighton and Hove 
(06) 

• Contends that a cycle is a vehicle in English 
law and this should be reflected in the 
wording in the SPD. Currently SPD refers to 
cycles separately to other vehicles. 

• Use of words cycle and vehicle 
in the SPD is sufficiently clear. 

• Check whether different types 
of motor vehicles are 
adequately provided for in the 
non-residential section. 

• Add wording to non-residential 
section to cover different types 
of commercial vehicle including 
LGC/HGV. Add wording to new 
paragraphs 8.3, 8.6, 8.7 to 
ensure different types of 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

• Vehicles also includes different types e.g. vans, 
lorries and unsure this has been factored into 
the SPD. 

• SPD to give attention to different types of 
cycles in space provisions. 

• No reference to Local Cycling and Walking 
Infrastructure Plans (LCWIP). 

• Have more ambition in setting higher 
standards for cycle parking above current 
demand and restrain high demand for car 
parking. 

• Presumption in favour of less car parking 
rather than need for “robust” case in paras 
3.10/11. 

• Query how the other costs e.g. production of 
toxic emissions, other than to sensitive 
landscape, have been accounted for the 
provision of car parking spaces. 

• Parking Calculator predicts and provides for 
cars rather reduce their use. 

• There is no equivalent calculator for cycles. 
• Counting of three garages as one space is too 

generous. 
• Improve clarity on cycle provision 

requirements including detail on 
inside/outside storage, visitor spaces. 

• No technical guidance on type or dimensions 
of cycle parking provision. 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential will be reviewed 
in light of recent Government 
guidance. 

• Any opportunity for the 
development to assist in 
achieving LCWIP objectives 
would be assessed at application 
stage. 

• The SPD recognises in the short 
to medium term private cars 
will continue to make up a 
significant number of journeys in 
the rural areas of the National 
Park where public transport 
coverage is poor. The Parking 
Calculator reflects the need to 
provide parking for private cars. 

• Setting standards for cycle 
parking provision is currently 
considered to be a better 
method than a cycle parking 
calculator. Future iterations of 
the SPD could revisit the use of 
a cycle parking calculator. 

• Agree more detail needed on 
cycle parking type and 
dimensions. 

vehicles are included in the site 
specific assessment. 

• Add wording to new Cycle 
parking section at paragraph 6.1 
to reference the Cycling and 
Walking Plan for England, July 
2020. 

• Dimensions for cycle parking in 
new section 11 Parking Space 
Dimensions to cross reference 
Cycle Infrastructure Design, 
Local Transport Note LTN 1/20 
July 2020. 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 
parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking. 

• Emphasis on benefits of cycling 
altered through wording in new 
Cycling section, paragraph 6.1. 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

• Be clearer on distinction between cycle 
parking and storage, in particular paras 4.5/6 
and Table 1. 

• Table 1, 0.5 space for 2 bed flat is far too 
little, as it is quite likely that 2 adults and one 
or more children might also live. 

• SPD should more strongly state benefits of 
cycling, e.g. for health and the environment. 

• Disabled Parking to clearly include provision 
for cycles. In general cycle parking provision 
should include EV as for other types of 
vehicle. 

• Provision must accommodate non-standard 
bicycles. 

• Cycling should be given a key role in Travel 
Plans. 

• Provide maximum standards for motor 
vehicle parking. 

• Refer to latest documents on cycling policy 
e.g. Cycling and Walking Plan for England, July 
2020; Design Manual for Roads and Bridges 
updated in 2020. 

• Department for Transport’s Cycle 
Infrastructure Design (LTN 1/20) sets outs 
minimum standards in the absence of local 
guidance or standards. 

• SPD should set minimum standard below 
which provision should not fall and go further 

• Review emphasis in the SPD on 
benefits of cycling. 

• Add cycling to Disabled Parking. 
• Review and consider adding 

detail on EV for cycles. 
• Update SPD to use latest 

versions of documents as 
appropriate. 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential will be reviewed 
in light of recent Government 
guidance. 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

than meeting conservative calculation of 
current cycling demand. 

• London Cycle Design Standards provision for 
cycles should meet future projected demand 
plus 20%. 

David Round (07) • Supporting response by Simon Dear that 
SDNPA “should follow the standards set 
down by the democratically elected, relevant 
Borough Council in which the land sits and no 
discrimination should take place either for, or 
against, any form of transport simply as a 
result of being in the SDNP. 
You take on too much as an unelected body, 
being merely appointed members and 
officers.” 

• The NPPF provides for, and 
encourages planning authorities 
to set local parking standards 
within their area. Parking SPD is 
therefore wholly within the 
remit of SDNPA as the local 
planning authority for the 
National Park. 
The Parking SPD continues the 
landscape led approach of the 
South Downs Local Plan and 
provides continuity and 
consistency across the National 
Park in setting local standards 
for parking within this protected 
landscape. 

• None. 

Debbie Evans (08) • Consider an increase in the number of 
unallocated resident and visitor parking 
spaces in the parking calculator, especially for 
properties with 3 or more bedrooms 

• Number of houses proposed should be 
reduced if insufficient space to create a 
sensible amount of parking, rather than 
increasing the amount of land required. 

• Parking calculator uses Census 
data for the amount of parking 
suitable for a type of dwelling. 
As stated in the SPD, the 
parking calculator is a starting 
point and guide and only part of 
the process for determining 
provision at a residential site. 

• The use of the parking 
calculator is a starting point and 
guide in determining parking 
provision at a residential site. 
Add wording to new paragraph 
5.1 to make this explicit. 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

• Should not be assumed that tenure or 
proximity to bus/train links will mean that 
residents will increase public transport use. 

• Agree with comment that 
seems to support approach 
taken in the SPD. 

• Agree with comment and the 
guidance in the SDP is for 
decision makers to consider 
public transport as one factor in 
deciding parking provision. 

East Meon Parish 
Council (09) 

• We have a strong bias towards any new 
development not contributing to on-street 
parking. 

• In general, EMPC supports this Parking SPD 
especially the clarity it provides in parking 
provision, cycle parking and how garages are 
counted in developments. 

• Like to see SPD strengthened in following 
areas: 
Stronger guidance to ensure spaces are usable 
(e.g. close enough to dwelling, sufficient space 
around parked vehicle). 
 
Materials to be used for parking areas to be 
specified in guidance. 
 
EMPC would like to see a specific 
requirement for all new dwellings, which have 
their own driveway and/or garage, to provide 
a home fast-charging point for electric 
vehicles. 

• Welcome general support for 
SPD. 

• Understand concern about on 
street parking. Guidance in SPD 
is for on-site provision of 
parking to avoid adding to 
existing on street issues. Make 
this more explicit in the SPD. 

• Agree that spaces provided will 
need to be usable. Review 
guidance on this point. 

• Materials for parking areas to be 
covered by the Design SPD. 

• Agree further detail required on 
EV charging. 

• Principle of parking provision on 
site to avoid additional on street 
parking, to be made explicit 
through adding wording to new 
paragraph 3.2. 

• To ensure spaces are usable, 
wording to be added in new 
section 11 Parking Dimensions. 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

Marguerite Oxley, 
Environment Agency 
(10) 

• I can confirm that we have no comments to 
make. 

 
• I can also confirm that we do not believe that 

the SPD is likely to give rise to significant 
environmental effects and as such would not 
require an SEA in relation to the issues in our 
remit. 

• Noted that EA confirm no likely 
significant environmental effects 
for issues within their remit and 
as such no SEA required. 

• No SEA required. No change 
required to SPD. 

Fareham and Gosport 
and South Eastern 
Hampshire CCG (11) 

• Thank you for informing us, we would wish to 
be informed as applications for housing are 
brought forward in the future. 

• Noted. Request passed to 
appropriate planning team. 

 

• None. 

Findon Parish Council 
(12) 

• Findon Parish Council supports the content 
and aspirations of the draft SPD. 

• Welcome support for SPD. • None. 

Fittleworth Parish 
Council Planning Sub 
Committee (13) 

• Concerns about parking in the vicinity of 
community facilities in Fittleworth. 

• Ask for baseline level of parking for these 
type of facilities to be taken into account for 
nearby new development. 

• Ask for guidance to take into account 
changing parking demand of such community 
facilities during the day. 

• Ask for clarity on parking standards for such 
community facilities so as not to wholly 
restrict or make changes through 
development impossible to fund. 

• Noted comments about 
community facilities, and impact 
of new development and 
concerns around overspill 
parking. Make explicit that SPD 
requires on site provision to 
avoid adding to on street 
parking issues. 

• SPD requires site specific 
assessment carried out for non-
residential development to 
include understanding of the 
parking demand in the local 
area. Make this more explicit in 
the guidance. 

• Principle of parking provision on 
site to avoid additional on street 
parking, to be made explicit 
through adding wording to new 
paragraph 3.2. 

• Wording to add to new 
paragraph 8.2 to clarify that site 
specific assessment will need to 
include understanding of 
existing parking demand in the 
area. 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

• Guidance requires that peak 
demand is taken into account. 

• Site specific assessment would 
help determine demand for 
parking for the development 
with Table 2 acting as a guide. 
Parking provision on-site would 
need to meet demand and this 
has to be factored into the cost. 

Chris Kneale 
Friends of Lewes (14) 

• Support landscape approach to parking 
provision. 

• Concern that each case reviewed on merits 
might give rise to dispute and delay. 

• SPD should have similar aspiration to Lewes 
NDP policy AM3 to reduce car use. 

• Suggest SPD addresses EV charging points. 

• Welcome support for landscape 
led approach. 

• Parking is often a contentious 
issue. The flexible approach 
taken by the SPD puts landscape 
first in decision making. 

• The SPD recognises in the short 
to medium term private cars 
will continue to make up a 
significant number of journeys in 
the rural areas of the National 
Park where public transport 
coverage is poor. Support is 
given in the SPD for the switch 
to electric vehicles. 

• Agree further detail required on 
EV charging. 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 

Stuart York 
Gosport 
Neighbourhood 

• Planning policies should ensure the built 
environment plays it part in reducing crime 
and disorder and the fear of crime. 

• Review the points on design in 
the SPD and how these could 
better assist in preventing 

• To ensure design of parking 
provision prevents crime, bullet 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

Policing Designing Out 
Crime Officer (15) 

• In descending order, statistics show that in 
terms of vehicle crime, the safest place to 
park a car is a garage; then within the 
curtilage of a dwelling, followed by private car 
parks and finally the public realm. 

• Ask for a section to be added “Preventing 
Crime and Disorder” and points around a 
series of features to be included in vehicle 
parking provision. 

• Cycle storage within curtilage of dwelling and 
sufficiently secure. 

• Community cycle stores sufficiently secure 
with single robust door entry, good natural 
surveillance, lockable, keyless to exit and 
suitable anchor points for securing cycles. 

• Add additional bullet point to para 3.7 relating 
to Crime Prevention through Environment 
Design (CPTED). 

• Public overspill parking on the highway can 
increase likelihood of crime or cause 
obstruction. 

• Using the (parking) calculator it is possible to 
produce a number of dwellings with 
insufficient parking spaces to allow for each 
dwelling to have a single parking space. 

• Ask for minimum of at least one allocated 
parking space per dwelling. 

• Ask that at least one secure parking space for 
a pedal cycle per flat. 

crime. The general requirement 
for design of new development 
to improve safety is covered by 
Policy SD5(1)(j) of the South 
Downs Local Plan. 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential development 
will be reviewed in light of 
recent Government guidance. 

• Make explicit that SPD requires 
on site provision to avoid 
adding to on street parking 
issues. 

• Guidance requires on-site 
parking provision to meet the 
need of the development and 
the split between allocated and 
unallocated spaces would be 
subject to detailed discussion 
between applicant and SDNPA. 

points to be added at new 
paragraph 3.8 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 
parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking. 

• Principle of parking provision on 
site to avoid additional on street 
parking, to be made explicit 
through adding wording to new 
paragraph 3.2. 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

 
 

Greatham Parish 
Council (16) 

• For ease of access, spaces should be laid out 
side by side rather than one in front of the 
other. 

• Greatham PC feels that 1 charging point per 
new build house should be provided as a 
minimum. Remove the word “feasible” from 
Parking SPD on this point in relation to EV 
charging points. 

• Parking spaces for new build properties 
should be adjacent to the property. Maximum 
distance between the house and the parking 
space should be specified in the SPD. 

• Review points on design of 
parking provision in the SPD. 

• Agree further detail required on 
EV charging. 

• The word “feasible” in relation 
to EV charging points is used in 
South Downs Local Plan policy 
SD22, criteria 4a). The SPD 
seeks to explain and amplify and 
cannot alter or amend adopted 
policy. 

• Detailed guidance on layout of 
parking provision will be 
covered in the forthcoming 
Design SPD.   

• To avoid use of tandem parking, 
bullet point to be added at new 
paragraph 3.8 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 

Harry Puckering (17) • Please make at least one cycle space available 
for each assumed occupant of residential 
properties: 2 spaces for 1 bed property, 4 
spaces for 2 bed property etc. 

• Please allow for commercial properties to 
have parking for 80% of projected visitors, as 
in the Netherlands. 

• Please include parking for children’s cycles in 
the above. 

• Please note cargo bikes/adapted bikes/trikes 
for people with disabilities need much more 
room than conventional bikes: up to 2m in 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential development 
will be reviewed in light of 
recent Government guidance. 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 
parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking. Revised Table 2 to 
include standards for 
larger/oversize cycles. 

• Dimensions for cycle parking in 
new section 11 Parking Space 
Dimensions to cross reference 
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Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

width and longer turning areas as machines 
cannot be lifted. 

Cycle Infrastructure Design, 
Local Transport Note LTN 1/20 
July 2020. 

Highways England (18) • There is a strong emphasis on sustainable 
travel and transport throughout the 
document, which Highways England (HE) 
supports. 

• Recommend that minimum parking space size 
is something that could be included in Table 
2. 

• Recommend adding text Transport 
Assessment (TA) or Transport Statement 
should accompany new site applications. TA 
only mentioned at para 5.2 in relation to 
disabled parking. 

• Recommend additional parking standard 
added to Table 2 for last mile delivery depots 
as these sites are outside B8 Storage and 
Distribution use class. 

• HE has found useful to include pictures/visuals 
for favoured parking arrangements and 
layouts. 

• HE does not consider the SPD will have any 
adverse impacts on the safety, reliability and 
operation of the strategic road network. 

• Welcome support for emphasis 
on sustainable means of travel 
and that HE considers SPD will 
not have adverse impact on the 
strategic road network. 

• Review the guidance in relation 
to the use of minimum parking 
space dimensions. 

• Transport 
Assessment/Statement are 
required by the NPPF paragraph 
111, therefore considered 
repetition of national policy to 
include in the SPD. 

• Review guidance in Table 2 in 
relation to last mile delivery 
depots. 

• Forthcoming Design SPD will 
provide detailed guidance on 
the layout of parking 
spaces/areas. 

 

• Minimum dimensions for spaces 
to be added to new section 11 
Parking Dimensions. 

• To ensure last mile delivery 
depots are considered in site 
specific assessment for non-
residential development, 
wording to be added to new 
paragraph 8.3. 

Alan Byrne 
Historic England (19) 

• Historic England does not wish to comment 
on the Parking Supplementary Planning 
Document which deals with matters largely 
beyond the remit of Historic England. 

• Noted. • None. 
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Horndean Parish 
Council (20) 

• Noted the consultation and no comments to 
make. 

• Noted. • None 

Imogen Makepeace 
(21) 

(Representation included comments about 
the wider shift from motor vehicles to other 
forms of transport. Comments below are 
specific to parking). 

• Parking places in towns are often expensive 
to build, ugly, accumulate toxic runoff and 
take up valuable space. 

• Pavement parking is a new kind of Anti-Social 
Behaviour. 

• New developments can have purpose built 
walking and cycle routes and prioritise public 
transport. 

• Residential developments in or near town 
centres need fewer car parking and more and 
better cycle parking provision. 

• Planning for parking spaces must recognise 
that the majority of urban developments need 
to reduce space for private cars and increase 
space for public transport hubs, bicycle 
parking, taxi ranks. 

• I support the assessment for increased cycle 
spaces submitted by Cycle Lewes. 

• SPD sets out guidance that is 
flexible to meet the needs of a 
specific development whilst 
putting landscape at the centre 
of decision making in a 
protected landscape. The 
guidance has a flexible approach 
to deliver less parking where 
appropriate on sites that are 
well connected to other means 
of transport. Make explicit that 
SPD requires on site provision 
to avoid adding to on street 
parking issues. 

• Detail on the design of parking 
will be covered in the 
forthcoming Design SPD. 

• Review whether SPD could 
require space for car clubs and 
taxis at appropriate locations. 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential development 
will be reviewed in light of 
recent Government guidance. 

• Principle of parking provision on 
site to avoid additional on street 
parking, to be made explicit 
through adding wording to new 
paragraph 3.2. 

• To ensure car clubs and taxis 
are considered in parking 
provision, wording to be added 
at new paragraph 5.5 and 8.3 
respectively. 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 
parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking. 

John Evans (22) • Main concern in Coldwaltham is “leisure” 
parking by visitors. Particular areas with high 

• Note the concerns about 
parking issues in Bury regarding 
visitors and the local school. 

• None. 
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demand at certain times without suitable 
parking such as Bury Hill. 

• Local primary school has no provision for 
pick up/drop off, or for part time staff and 
only 8 parking places. 

The issues relating to existing 
sites and visitors that have been 
raised are matters for the local 
highways authority, the district 
council and the local education 
authority. 

• SPD requires on-site parking 
provision to meet the need of 
the development and avoid 
adding to existing on street 
parking issues. 

Judy Fowler 
Chichester District 
Councillor (23) 

• Raising issue of pavement parking in Midhurst, 
with photo showing an example in Grange 
Road. 

• In the SPD a key principle, 
which is proposed to be made 
more explicit, is for on-site 
parking provision to meet the 
need of the development and 
avoid adding to existing on 
street parking issues which are 
of concern in Midhurst and 
many other settlements in the 
National Park. 

• Existing issues such as the 
pavement parking highlighted 
are matters for the local 
highways authority and the 
district council. SDNPA will 
assist these bodies wherever 
possible in providing solutions. 
As stated above this includes 
providing guidance for parking 

• Principle of parking provision on 
site to avoid additional on street 
parking, to be made explicit 
through adding wording to new 
paragraph 3.2. 
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at new developments that 
avoids adding to existing parking 
issues. 

Julia Waterlow (24) • SDNPA should be considering how to reduce 
car usage rather than encourage it by insisting 
on car parking in new developments. 

• Developers should contribute towards local 
bus services or car share system. 

• If insisting on car parking, not enough 
emphasis (in the SPD) on design of car 
parking. Concerns about hard landscaping and 
water run-off. 

• New car parking should have permeable 
surfaces and water treatment to deal with 
vehicle pollution. 

• Need planting to soften the impact and 
provide biodiversity. 

• The SPD recognises in the short 
to medium term private cars 
will continue to make up a 
significant number of journeys in 
the rural areas of the National 
Park where public transport 
coverage is poor. Support is 
given in the SPD for the switch 
to electric vehicles. 

• Existing planning policies allow 
decision makers to require 
developers to make 
contributions to other forms of 
transport as appropriate. 

• Note concerns about design of 
car parking, specifically 
landscape treatments and run 
off. Policy SD22 of the South 
Downs Local Plan requires that 
developments incorporate 
appropriate sustainable drainage 
systems.  

• The forthcoming Design SPD 
will cover landscape and surface 
treatments including planting. 

• None. 
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Kate Simons Senior 
Environmental 
Protection Officer 
Chichester District 
Council (25) 

• The references to provision of cycle parking 
and electric vehicle charging points are 
welcomed and I have no further comments to 
make. 

• Noted. • None. 

Katherine Pang East 
Hampshire District 
Council (26) 

• Para 4.4. clarify whether referring to internal 
or external measurements for garages. 

• (For Table 2) clarify whether for non-
residential development, floor space 
calculations are Gross External Area (GEA) 
or Gross Internal Area (GIA). 

• No mention in guidance of appropriate 
layouts. 

• Appears to be no guidance on required 
dimensions for parking spaces. 

• Clarify description of 
measurements. 

• Detailed on parking design in 
the forthcoming Design SPD. 

• Agree further detail needed on 
the dimensions of parking 
spaces. 

 

• Add wording to clarify 
measurements refer to Gross 
Internal Area at new paragraphs 
5.7, and 8.11 

• Minimum dimensions for spaces 
to be added to new section 11 
Parking Dimensions. 

• Dimensions for cycle parking in 
new section 11 Parking Space 
Dimensions to cross reference 
Cycle Infrastructure Design, 
Local Transport Note LTN 1/20 
July 2020. 

Kelsie Learney 
Winchester City 
Councillor (27) 

• Object to the draft document in particular 
due to the proposed provision of cycle 
parking. 

• Document fails to comply with Local 
transport note 1/20 Cycle infrastructure 
design which has updated expected standards. 

• As per the transport note residential 
developments should have ground floor, 
secure, level access cycle storage with one 
space per bedroom 

• Objection noted. Cycle spaces 
for residential and non-
residential development will be 
reviewed in light of recent 
Government guidance. This 
includes reference to parking 
for bicycles with disabled 
adaptions, standards for long 
term and minimum levels of 
cycle parking. 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 
parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking. These standards 
comply with Cycle 
Infrastructure Design, Local 
Transport Note, LTN 1/20. 



21 
 

Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

• Particular reference needs to be made to 
requirements for parking suitable for bikes 
with disabled adaptations - note this has 
equalities implications. 

• Reference should be made to need for short 
term non-residential parking to be located 
where it is both convenient and obvious not 
just specify a quantum. 

• Levels of secure long term cycle parking need 
to be included separately. 

• Where requirement relates to a travel plan a 
minimum level of cycle parking should still be 
set. 

• Garages – clarify that specifications are 
minimum internal sizes 

• Garages – if used for cycle parking, should be 
large enough to allow for at least two cycles 
in addition to a car. 

• Clarify description of 
measurements. 

• Preference in SPD is for other 
forms of parking space to be 
provided other than a garage. 
Cycle parking better provided in 
other forms than part of a 
garage. 

• Minimum dimensions for spaces 
to be added to new section 11 
Parking Dimensions. 

• Dimensions for cycle parking in 
new section 11 Parking Space 
Dimensions to cross reference 
Cycle Infrastructure Design, 
Local Transport Note LTN 1/20 
July 2020. 

Liss Parish Council 
(28) 

• LPC welcome consideration of policy SD5; 
clarity of para 7.38 for definition of a 
bedroom and paras 4.3/4 relating to minimum 
garage sizes and their provision counting 
towards a third of a space. 

• For parking calculator concern that use of 
ward data means centre of Liss will be judged 
the same as more rural locations in the 
parish. 

• We would like SDNPA to provide evidence 
of real world test cases that parking 

• Welcome support for those 
specific parts of the SPD. 

• SPD states that the output from 
the parking calculator is a 
starting point and a guide for 
determining parking provision. 
Review wording for parking 
calculator and consider whether 
can be made clearer. 

• SPD does state that conditions 
may exist for a lower parking 

• To be more explicit that the 
parking calculator is a starting 
point and guide in determining 
provision, wording to be added 
to new paragraph 5.1. 

• Principle of parking provision on 
site to avoid additional on street 
parking, to be made explicit 
through adding wording to new 
paragraph 3.2. 
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calculator delivers results that comply with 
the landscape led principle. 

• Challenge paras 3.9-3.12 that Liss offers a 
higher level of public transport options and as 
result should expect a lower level of parking 
provision. Train service, slow hourly service 
between Portsmouth and London. Bus 
service, three per day between Alton and 
Petersfield with no service after 6pm or on 
weekends. Assumption that these services 
will enable car-less households is not 
reasonable. Family households will continue 
needing at least one, if not two to three cars. 

• Concern is that sustainable location principle 
when applied to Liss will result in under 
provision of on-site parking leading to 
overspill on streets/pavements. 

• Critical that officers have complete 
understanding of local public transport 
options and existing parking issues in relation 
to para 3.11. 

• Consider: i) tandem parking and associated 
issues; and ii) changes to permitted 
development allowing (for example) smaller 2 
bed dwellings through building up or loft 
conversion to become larger 4 bed dwellings. 

• SDNPA to commit to a 6-month review of 
parking standards to assess operation of SPD 

provision although the onus is 
on the applicant to provide 
robust evidence to justify a 
reduced figure. Review wording 
on the sustainable location 
principle. 

• There is no assumption on the 
part of SDNPA that specific 
locations in Liss or the other 
named settlements will meet the 
conditions for a lower parking 
provision. Add wording to 
clarify the LPA position. 

• Add wording on tandem 
parking. 

• Changes to permitted 
development for “enlargement 
of a dwellinghouse by 
construction of additional 
storeys” do not apply in 
National Parks. [Town and 
Country Planning (General 
Permitted Development) 
(England) Order 2015 (as 
amended), Schedule 2, Part 1, 
AA.1 b) i)] 

• Review of SPD will be carried 
out as appropriate, especially if 
feedback from decision makers 

• Wording to be added to new 
paragraphs 3.11/3.12 to be 
explicit that no assumption is 
made a site located in one of 
the five named settlements, 
including Liss, is more 
sustainable by default. 

• Add wording to new paragraph 
3.12 that parking survey will be 
required as part of robust 
evidence to justify lower 
provision. 

• Add bullet point to new 
paragraph 3.8 that tandem 
parking should be avoided in 
new development. 
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in consultation with local planning 
committees.  

suggests the policy is failing to 
meet intended outcomes. 

 
Midhurst Society (29) • We have considered your draft document 

and generally welcome the proposed 
procedures and support and look forward to 
its adoption and implementation on all future 
developments thereby ensuring amongst 
other things all associated parking will be 
within the confines of the development. 

• Welcome support for the SPD 
and note the comment that 
guidance will ensure sufficient 
parking is provided on-site at a 
new development. 

• None. 

Midhurst Town 
Council (30) 

• In general support this document. 
• Recognise that while Midhurst seen as 

sustainable location in the SPD, off street 
parking continues to be a problem in the 
town. 

• Welcome landscape led, flexible approach 
that each development will be regarded on its 
merits. 

• Welcome the support for the 
landscape led and flexible 
approach. Note comments 
about off street parking issues in 
Midhurst. SPD requires on-site 
parking provision to meet the 
need of the development and 
avoid adding to existing on 
street parking issues. 

• None. 

National Trust (31) • Overarching principles of landscape led and 
sustainable location are appropriate and the 
clear explanation of how they are to be 
interpreted and applied is welcome. 

• SPD could provide greater clarity and 
guidance on a couple of areas relating to non-
residential development; i) greater clarity 
over whether sites with multiple uses would 
be assessed against primary use or a hybrid 
approach ii) provide guidance on parking 

• Welcome comments supporting 
the approach taken by the SPD. 

• Review wording for non-
residential sites in relation to 
multi use developments. 

• Site specific assessment 
required for non-residential 
sites and this process will cover 
the provision of different types 

To clarify guidance on sites with 
multiple land uses including visitor 
attractions in the National Park, 
wording added to new paragraph 
8.4 
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provision to meet different demands on a site 
e.g. permanent and overflow parking, with 
different surface treatments for each type, to 
meet overall parking demand. 

of provision including surface 
treatment. 

Natural England (32) • Whilst we welcome this opportunity to give 
our views, the topic of the Supplementary 
Planning Document does not appear to relate 
to our interests to any significant extent. We 
therefore do not wish to comment. 

• As the SPD is about a car parking charging 
strategy for the National Park, it is unlikely 
there will be significant impacts to designated 
sites from the SPD. 

• Noted. • Natural England state no 
requirement for Strategic 
Environmental Assessment. 

 
 

Patching Parish 
Council (33) 

• Patching Parish Council (PPC) broadly 
supports the SPD. 

• Welcome approach of parking calculator and 
two principles (for residential development) 
to determine parking requirements. PPC 
considers this approach will support 
compliance with Patching NDP policy and 
objectives. 

• Consider ward data too coarse and that 
Findon parish data will be disparate and not 
reflective of Patching community. PPC 
considers further emphasis needed on the 
application of the two principles due to 
coarseness of data used for parking calculator. 

• Welcome the support for the 
approach taken and that Parish 
Council view is this will support 
NDP policies. 

• Note particular concerns 
around on street parking and 
visitor parking in Patching. 

• Ward is smallest unit where 
Census data is available for car 
ownership by type of dwelling. 
Review wording in guidance on 
the parking calculator. 

• Agree that on street parking 
problems are significant issue 
across SDNPA communities. 
Add wording to make explicit 

• Principle of parking provision on 
site to avoid additional on street 
parking, to be made explicit 
through adding wording to new 
paragraph 3.2. 

• Add wording in new paragraph 
5.1 to make explicit that parking 
calculator is a starting point and 
a guide and decision makers will 
still need to exercise their 
judgement in determining 
parking provision. 
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• Support the application of the two principles 
in determining parking provision for non-
residential development. 

• PPC welcomes highlighting of the Local Plan 
policies that are of particular relevance to the 
SPD. Opportunity for SPD to provide further 
emphasis on the impact of on street parking 
on rural character of SDNPA communities. 

• PPC note reference in SPD to public parking 
and SD22. PPC would wish to see greater and 
specific emphasis on avoidance of increasing 
traffic movements through and within 
communities in relation to public parking. 

that new development needs to 
provide parking on site to meet 
demand and avoid adding to 
existing on street issues. 

• Avoiding traffic movements 
through and within communities 
as a result of public visitor 
parking is a matter for the 
highway authority. SDNPA will 
seek to assist with solutions 
including through the guidance 
in the SPD requiring on-site 
parking to meet the demand at 
new development to avoid 
adding to existing on street 
issues. 

Richard Alderman (34) • Comments with particular reference to Hill 
View, East Meon. 
Importance of garage area at the top of Hill 
view providing parking and overflow for land 
to the south. 
Please could you ensure this area is 
safeguarded/improved for much needed 
parking in the area. 

• Noted comments and concerns 
about parking issues in Hill View 
and the importance of the 
specific area of garages. 

• SPD cannot provide 
safeguarding for specific areas. 
However as general principle 
SPD requires on-site parking 
provision to meet the need of 
the development and avoid 
adding to existing on street 
parking issues. Add wording to 
make this more explicit and for 
applicants to demonstrate 

• Add wording as a general 
principle to new paragraph 3.2 
to: make explicit that all 
necessary vehicular parking will 
be on-site to avoid additional on 
street parking and; that 
applicants will need to 
demonstrate understanding of 
current parking demand in the 
local area to avoid additional on 
street parking. 
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understanding of current 
parking demand in the local 
area. 

Roger Mullenger (35) • Are "staff" defined as (the) maximum number 
on site at one time(s). 

• Does this take account of shift patterns and 
more remote working? 

• SPD does require site specific 
assessment to take into account 
peak periods of demand. There 
is no definition for staff in the 
SPD. Review wording for non-
residential section in relation to 
staff parking provision. 

• Add wording in new paragraphs 
8.6 and 8.11 to add further 
detailed guidance for parking 
provision, including for staff. 

Rowlands Castle 
Parish Council (36) 

• In general, Council welcomed the SPD’s 
proposed calculation methods and 
prioritisation of the need for sufficient parking 
space, given vehicle use/ownership are likely 
to be features of daily life for some time yet. 

• Council surprised that, unlike EHDC Vehicle 
Parking Standards, no guidance on parking 
provision for fuel stations, in particular those 
with an integrated shop, or sites for gypsy, 
travellers and travelling showpeople, or 
mobile home parks. 

• Council gratified that SPD recognises garages 
often put to other uses than parking and (i) 
that (other forms) of parking provision (are) 
best provided (ii) garage when provided 
counted as third of space. 

• Welcome general support for 
approach taken by the SPD. 

• Table 2 in SPD for non-
residential is not exhaustive. 
Preceding paragraphs state need 
for site specific assessments in 
determining parking provision 
and these would be used for the 
types of use described by the 
Parish Council. 

• Welcome support for approach 
on garages. 

• None. 

Sheet Parish Council 
(37) 

• Concerned regarding new development 
where roads are private and under control of 
a management company. 

• Note concerns about new 
development with “un-adopted” 

• When granting planning 
permission, SDNPA will be 
satisfied that the residential 
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• Management company can impose restrictions 
to prevent parking of certain types of vehicle 
e.g. vans. These vehicles are then parked on 
nearby streets, creating or adding to, local 
parking issues. 

• This means that the that the parking 
associated with the planning consent is 
effectively reduced. 

private roads and potential for 
restrictions to effect parking.  

scheme has sufficient parking to 
accommodate the needs of the 
development. A general 
condition can be included that 
the parking shown on a site plan 
is provided and retained. 
However, the behaviour of a 
management company, such as 
restricting the parking of vans, is 
ultra vires to the Local Plan, the 
Parking SPD and the planning 
process, if there is no action 
contrary to approved plans and 
conditions. This is a civil matter 
rather than a planning issue. 

Simon Auty (38) Comment on paragraphs 4.1/4.2. 
• SPD should define the algorithm that is 

implemented in the spreadsheet. Process 
should be clearly explained in words, possibly 
also with relevant equations. 

• I think it is important that users of the 
spreadsheet understand what it is doing. 

• Users will then have more confidence in the 
results from the spreadsheet, and will be 
better able to use the results from it, as 
described elsewhere in the document. 

• Provide more information on 
the data the parking calculator 
uses and how it works. 

 

• Add further detail about the 
parking calculator, as well as 
further explanation of the 
output by decision makers, in 
new paragraphs 5.1 and 5.2.  

Simon Dear Waverley 
Borough & Haslemere 
Town Councillor (39) 

• In my view, parking policy etc., should follow 
the standards set down by the democratically 
elected, relevant Borough Council in which 

• NPPF provides for and 
encourages planning authorities 
to set local parking standards 

• None. 



28 
 

Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

the land sits and no discrimination should 
take place either for, or against, any form of 
transport simply as a result of being in the 
SDNP. 
You take on too much as an unelected body, 
being merely appointed members and officers. 

within their area. Parking SPD is 
therefore wholly within the 
remit of SDNPA as the local 
planning authority for the 
National Park. 

• The Parking SPD continues the 
landscape led approach of the 
South Downs Local Plan and 
provides continuity and 
consistency across the National 
Park in setting local standards 
for parking within this protected 
landscape. 

South Downs 
Network (40) 

Overall focus of submission is reducing 
reliance on the motor vehicle due to the 
effect of emissions on climate change. 

• Provision should be made for parking laybys 
for delivery vehicle. 

• The surfacing of all car parking should use 
porous surfaces and not tarmac. This would 
reduce surface water run off (flooding) and 
reduce the use of tarmac which is partly made 
from a fossil fuel by-product (bitumen) 

• Provision should be made for electric 
motorcycle parking. 

• Public car parks and on street parking should 
also include electric charging points for cars 

• Agree that change to forms of 
transport that reduce the 
impact on climate change is very 
important. In this regard, the 
SPD supports the switch to 
electric vehicles. However, the 
SPD also recognises in the short 
to medium term private cars 
will continue to make up a 
significant number of journeys in 
the rural areas of the National 
Park where public transport 
coverage is poor. 

• SPD requires provision for 
visitor parking and this can be 
used by delivery vehicles rather 
than separate dedicated spaces 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 

• Minimum dimensions for spaces 
to be added to new section 11 
Parking Dimensions. 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); Cycle 
parking standards to be 
reviewed and new figures to be 
provided in revised Tables 1 & 2 
and new section 7 Disabled 
Parking. 

• Dimensions for cycle parking in 
new section 11. Parking space 
dimensions to cross reference 
Cycle Infrastructure Design, 
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• Commercial development and tourist sites 
should make provision for bicycle charging 
points 

• Parking provision should be made for bus 
facilities and turning circle space in larger 
commercial and residential developments. 

• Bus layby parking should be provided for all 
small & medium sized developments 

• Address parking demand for changes of use 
from agricultural to Class E (commercial, 
business, service), Class B2 (General 
Industrial), B8 (Storage & Distribution). 

• Parking provision for tourism/shops ensuring 
suitable provision following change of use. 

• Parking provision for festival concert sites/out 
of town developments, avoid large car parks 
in out of town locations and encourage use of 
trains and buses for getting to/from venues. 

• Provide suitable parking for people with 
children and prams in all types of 
development. 

• Maximise cycling parking in all developments 
as encourage change in behaviour towards 
more active transport methods, including 
secure and overnight parking. 

• Flats/houses should have secure cycling 
parking spaces at rate of one per bedroom. 

• Where there is good public transport parking 
allocation should be discouraged. 

that will only be used 
intermittently. 

• Further detailed guidance on the 
design of parking will be in the 
forthcoming Design SPD. 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added. 

• Guidance on bus and larger 
vehicle turning circles is 
provided in existing technical 
guidance and would be part of 
detailed discussions at 
application stage. 

• Strategic discussions between 
the local transport/highways 
authority and bus companies 
would determine locations and 
provision of bus stops. 

• Town and Country Planning 
(General Permitted 
Development) (England) Order 
2015 (as amended) permits 
development for change of use 
of agricultural buildings to 
“flexible commercial use” that 
includes Class E (old A1/2/3, B1 
uses), and B8. These specific 
changes of use are permitted 
development under the 

Local Transport Note LTN 1/20 
July 2020. 

• To ensure car clubs are 
considered in parking provision, 
wording to be added at new 
paragraph 5.5. 
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• Cycle parking at bus and railway stations 
should be enclosed structures for percentage 
of forecasted users. 

• Encourage car clubs and reference in SPD. 
• Support references to NPPF, relevant Local 

Plan policies, NDP parking policies and the 
design principles. Also support: parking part 
of design process from the start, use of two 
principles, including a lower parking provision 
where conditions may exist to do so; local 
studies looking at transport options as part of 
evidence for lower parking provision and; 
creating new active travel routes linking to 
sustainable transport network for better 
connectivity and options other than the 
private car. 

• Recommend that unless there is evidence 
proving it is logistically or economically 
unrealistic, electric vehicle charging facilities 
must also be provided. 

• Residential parking, SPD does not actively 
encourage reducing number of car parking 
spaces where there are good transport links. 

• Garages concerned that built but never used 
for garaging. 

• Requirements for disabled parking should be 
clearly documented. 

• Public parking; design should minimise visual 
impact; secure parking and EV charging 

Regulations. Therefore, South 
Downs Local Plan policy and the 
Parking SPD cannot be applied 
in this specific circumstance. 

• Parking provision at 
shops/tourism locations/festival 
concert sites/out of town 
developments is covered in the 
non-residential section, unless 
this is for permitted 
development change of use (see 
previous bullet point). SPD 
requires that site specific 
assessment be carried out for all 
these types of development 
along with applying specific 
standards where listed in Table 
2. 

• Add parking dimensions to SPD 
to ensure spaces are suitable for 
people with children and prams. 
For non-residential 
development site specific 
assessment considers needs of 
different users. 

• Cycle spaces for residential and 
non-residential development will 
be reviewed in light of recent 
Government guidance. 



31 
 

Individual or 
Organisation 
making the 

Representation 
(Rep Number) 

Issue raised SDNPA response Proposed action 

provided; include parking for car sharing 
schemes; providers should be encouraged to 
enter into arrangements for cycle share 
schemes. 

• SPD allows for lower parking 
provision where robust 
evidence provided that the 
correct conditions exist. 

• Guidance in the SPD applies to 
new development. Existing 
cycling parking provision at bus 
and railway stations is a matter 
for the operators of those 
facilities. 

• Review whether SPD could 
require space for car clubs. 

• Welcome support for the 
various elements of the SPD. 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added. 

• SPD allows for lower parking 
provision where robust 
evidence provided that the 
correct conditions exist. SPD 
recognises that provision for 
private cars needs to be made 
to avoid adding to existing on 
street parking issues. 

• Agree with comment on 
garages, SPD only counts 
garages as third of space 
therefore significantly preferring 
other types of parking provision. 
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• Agree, add wording on 
dimensions of disabled parking 
spaces. 

• Requirements for public parking 
are covered in policy SD22 of 
the Local Plan. 

Susan Garnett (41) • Concerned about commuter parking, 
particularly for Bramshott and Liphook as 
well as Petersfield. 

• Stations and town centres need adequate 
parking. 

• Increased commuter parking at Liphook from 
Borden housing development. Commuters 
need to drive in absence of good links from 
settlements by public transport. 

• SPD requires on-site parking 
provision to meet the need of 
the development and avoid 
adding to existing on street 
parking issues. This would 
include new development 
nearby to railway stations. 

• Adequate parking at, and 
providing public transport 
connections to, railway stations 
is a matter for the local 
transport authority and 
Network Rail. More generally, 
SDNPA will work in partnership 
with these bodies, where 
assistance can be given, in 
finding solutions to the 
commuter parking issue.  

• None. 
 

Tichborne Parish 
Council (42) 

• Tichborne PC fully supports the rationale of 
the Parking SPD. 

• Welcome support and noted. • None. 

West Sussex County 
Council (43) 

• Para 2.7 No indication of levels/percentage of 
spaces to be provided with EV charging 
points. 

• Agree, guidance on EV charging 
to be added. 

• Guidance on EV charging to be 
added in new section 4. 
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• Paras 3.11/12 Recommend parking survey for 
the area if lower provision being proposed 
than indicated by the parking calculator. A 
scheme proposing a lower provision should 
also be directed to the respective Highways 
Authority. 

• Para 4.4 Garages – 1 garage to be counted as 
third of parking space. No mention of how 
this is included in the parking calculator or 
factored into allowing for this in meeting 
overall parking demands. 

• Para 5.1 Clarify the basis on which 5% for 
disabled parking has been derived. 

• Para 5.2 May be appropriate to include 
dimensions for disabled spaces if on-plot 
provision is expected to ensure accessibility. 

• Para 6.3 Reference should also be made to 
cycle parking provision, and that this is 
covered and secure. 

• Para 7.1 Recommend parking surveys follow 
the Lambeth Methodology 

• Table 2 Clarify whether references to use 
align with the updated use classes that came 
into effect on 1/9/2020 (Explanatory 
memorandum 2020 No.757) 

• WSCC would look for the SPD to include 
guidance and standards on EV charging. 

• Agree, add wording regarding 
parking survey required if 
proposing lower provision than 
the output from the parking 
calculator as the starting point. 

• Parking calculator is used to 
help determine the amount of 
parking needed. The applicant 
can decide whether to use 
garages to meet the parking 
demand for the site. However, 
as SPD states a garage counts 
only a third of space towards 
parking provision. Therefore, 
more spaces of other types 
would be required to make up 
the shortfall. 

• Disabled parking figure follows 
that used in West Sussex 
parking guidance. 

• Add dimensions of disabled 
parking. 

• Cycle parking for residential and 
non-residential development will 
be reviewed in light of recent 
Government guidance. 

• Add wording to reference 
Lambeth Methodology. 

• Add wording to new paragraph 
3.12 requiring parking survey if 
provision lower than output 
from the parking calculator. 

• Minimum dimensions for spaces 
to be added to new section 11 
Parking Dimensions. 

• New Cycling section to be 
added (new section 6); This 
section to cross-reference and 
comply with the guidance in 
Cycle Infrastructure Design, 
Local Transport Note, LTN 
1/20, that covers matters 
including security and provision 
of covered cycle parking. 

• Add wording to new paragraph 
9.1 that parking capacity surveys 
should be carried out using the 
Lambeth Methodology. 
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• Types of development in Table 
2 cover the use classes as 
updated in September 2020. 

Jill Lee, 
Winchester City 
Council Planning 
Policy (44) 

• Thank you for the opportunity to comment 
on your recent parking SPD. I can confirm 
that we have no comments to make. 

• Noted. • None. 

 


